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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Interpretations 

1 . In claim 1 , the applicant wrote, "receiving and databasing... if plural contents 
providers connect to a special domain name resolution server and requests a 
registration" (emphasis added). There are two possible occurrences for the "if 
condition. The "if condition is either TRUE or FALSE. The limitation "receiving and ... 
keywords" only occurs and have patentable weight if the condition claimed by applicant 
is TRUE. If the condition claimed by applicants is FALSE (or it does not occur), then 
any limitation associated with the "if condition will not have any patentable weight. 

The "if limitation occurs many times in this application. For purpose of 
examination, the examiner only explains one specific claim interpretation as discussed 
above. All other "if limitation will have the similar claim interpretations. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract should be 
generally limited to a single paragraph within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is 
important that the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for 
the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. Correction is required. 
See MPEP§ 608.01(b). 

3. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 
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4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In page 4 line 14, a phrase "FRC1035" appears to be incorrect for --RFC1035-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1 , 5-8, and 22-23 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
With respect to claim 1 , Applicants wrote, "receiving and databasing information" 

(emphasis added). Examiner suggests "databasing" for -storing-. 

Taking claim 5 as an exemplary claim, a phrase "a specific CP on the internet" 
(emphasis added) appears to be unclear for -a specific content provider on the internet- 

The "CP" occurs many times in this application. For purpose of examination, the 
examiner only explains one specific as discussed above. 

Claims 6-8 and 22-23 are also objected for the same reason set forth in claim 5 

above. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stewart et al. ( U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 (hereinafter 
Stewart) in view of iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS). 
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Taking claim 1 as an exemplary claim, Stewart fails to teach automatically 
installing the special domain name service program. However, Stewart clearly teaches 
a method for resolution services of special domain names, comprising steps of: step (1) 
of receiving and databasing information related to domain names and keywords if plural 
contents providers connect to a special domain name resolution server (120, 220, 320) 
and requests a registration (figure 6); step (2) of linking the plural contents providers 
(330, 340, 350) in which the special domain name server (120, 220, 320) is registered 
with a special domain name service program and a special domain name database 
information (figures 1-4); step (4) of transferring to the user's terminal an IP address 
corresponding to the queried domain name by identifying the domain name and a user's 
IP address queried to the special domain name server if the service user is connected 
based on the special domain name database information with the execution of the 
special name service program installed in step (3) (paragraph 0050, page 4; and figure 
6). In domain name registration method, iDNS discloses step (3) of automatically 
installing the special domain name service program by downloading the special domain 
name service program and the special domain name database information to a terminal 
of a connection service user upon connecting to the contents of the contents provider 
(iCIient, pages 3 & 5). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to modify Stewart in view of iDNS by 
automatically installing the special domain name service program. The motivation for 
doing so would have been obvious because this feature can register any Internet 
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domain name in any language such as Chinese, Japanese, Korean, French, German, 
Tamil, Arabic, etc. 

With respect to claim 2, Stewart further teaches the special domain name server 
(120, 220, 320, and 420) provides at least one of Global Load Balance (GLB) service, 
Server Load Balance (SLB) service, language-by-country keyword resolution service, 
and domain name resolution service (paragraph 0041, page 3 through paragraph 0045, 
page 4). 

With respect to claims 3-4, Stewart further teaches the step (2) of linking the 
special domain name service program and the special domain name database 
information with the plural contents providers is to link by using object tags and 
corresponding object parameters in the HTML of homepage of the contents providers 
(paragraph 0003, page 1). 

8. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
both Stewart et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 
(hereinafter Stewart) and iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS), and further 
in view of De Armas et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/01 10307 
(hereinafter Armas). 

Taking claim 12 as an exemplary claim, both Steward and iDNS fail to teach 
automatically installed in an operating system of a user's PC by using the windows 
system message hooking technology. However, iDNS clearly teaches installed program 
in an operation system of a user's PC. On the other hand, Armas discloses 
automatically installed in an operating system of a user's PC by using the windows 
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system message hooking technology (paragraphs 0041-0042, page 4). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to modify Stewart and iDNS in view of Armas by using the windows system 
message hooking technology. The motivation for doing so would have been obvious 
because windows system message hooking technology can be programmed to respond 
to certain events or react to events in a particular such as automatically installed 
programs in an operating system. 

Claim 9-1 1 are also rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 12 above. 
9. Claims 5-8 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over both Stewart et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 
(hereinafter Stewart) and iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS), and further 
in view of De Armas et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/01 10307 
(hereinafter Armas). 

Taking claim 8 as an exemplary claim, both Stewart and iDNS fail to teach a DLL 
process injection method and carrying out a socket API interrupt. However, Stewart 
and iDNS clearly teach the special domain name service program in the step (2) 
includes steps of: step (2-1 ) of plugging in a web browser and other internet desktop 
application program (see iDNS, pages 3 and 5) in a subscriber PC in order to connect to 
a specific CP on the internet or executing the special domain name service program for 
directly connecting to the special domain name server (see Stewart, paragraph 0003, 
page 1); step (2-2) of calling the domain name from the web browser or the other 
internet desktop application program for the connection to the CP (see Stewart, figures 
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5-9); step (2-4) of identifying whether the domain name information exists in the special 
domain name database (see Stewart, paragraph 0003, page 1 ); step (2-5) of carrying 
out a query about the special domain name to a corresponding special domain name 
server associated to the contents providers existing in the special domain name 
database if present as a result of the identification of step (2-4) (see Stewart, figures 5- 
9); step (2-6) of connecting to a contents server resolved in step (2-5) (see Stewart, 
figures 5-9); and step (2-7) of connecting to a pre-set local DNS server if absent as a 
result of the identification of step (2-4) (see iDNS, page 1). On the other hand, Armas 
discloses a DLL process injection method (figure 5) in step (2-1); and a step (2-3) of 
carrying out a socket API interrupt (). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Stewart and 
iDNS in view of Armas by using DLL process injection method and carrying out a socket 
API interrupt. The motivation for doing so would have been obvious because these 
features enable automatically installing program in operating system, and making the 
process smooth and reliable for the end-user as relating to the domain name to be sent 
to a DNS. 

Claims 5-7 and 22-23 are also rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 8 

above. 

10. Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
both Stewart et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 
(hereinafter Stewart) and iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS), and further 
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in view of De Armas et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/01 10307 
(hereinafter Armas). 

Taking claim 16 as an exemplary claim, both Steward and iDNS fail to teach 
automatically installed in an operating system of a user's PC by using the windows 
system message hooking technology. However, iDNS clearly teaches installed program 
in an operation system of a user's PC. On the other hand, Armas discloses 
automatically installed in an operating system of a user's PC by using the windows 
system message hooking technology (paragraphs 0041-0042, page 4). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to modify Stewart and iDNS in view of Armas by using the windows system 
message hooking technology. The motivation for doing so would have been obvious 
because windows system message hooking technology can be programmed to respond 
to certain events or react to events in a particular such as automatically installed 
programs in an operating system. 

Claims 13-15 are also rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 16 above. 
11. Claims 17-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over both Stewart et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 
(hereinafter Stewart) and iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS), and further 
in view of Larsson et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,327,705 (hereinafter Larsson). 

Taking claim 17 as an exemplary claim, both Stewart and iDNS fail to teach 
requesting the re-installation of the components in case that the version is not 
appropriate by checking whether the version of the installed components are 
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appropriate. However, iDNS clearly discloses the step (3) for downloading the special 
domain name service program and the special domain name database information to 
the user's terminal by the contents providers. On the other hand, Larsson discloses 
step (3-1) of checking by the contents providers whether the special domain name 
service program is installed when the user is connected (figures 6A & 6B); step (3-2) of 
requesting the installation of components in an appropriate version for the system if the 
components are not installed in step (3-1) (figure 6A & 6B); and (3-3) of requesting the 
re-installation of the components in case that the version is not appropriate by checking 
whether the version of the installed components are appropriate (figure 6A and 6B; and 
column 11, line 54 through column 12, line 19). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify both 
Stewart and iDNS in view of Larsson by reinstalling of the components. The motivation 
for doing so would have been obvious because this feature enable a maintenance 
update for the application program and automatically installing when the components 
are not exists. 

Claim 18-19 and 21 are also rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 17 

above. 

12. Claims 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stewart 
et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0087707 (hereinafter Stewart) 
and iDNS, "A Multilingual Internet" (hereinafter iDNS), and De Armas et al., U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2003/0110307 (hereinafter Armas), and further in view 
of Larsson et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,327,705 (hereinafter Larsson). 
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With respect to claim 20, Stewart, iDNS, and Armas fail to teach requesting the 
re-installation of the components in case that the version is not appropriate by checking 
whether the version of the installed components are appropriate. However, iDNS and 
Armas clearly disclose the step (3) for downloading the special domain name service 
program and the special domain name database information to the user's terminal by 
the contents providers. On the other hand, Larsson discloses step (3-1) of checking by 
the contents providers whether the special domain name service program is installed 
when the user is connected (figures 6A & 6B); step (3-2) of requesting the installation of 
components in an appropriate version for the system if the components are not installed 
in step (3-1) (figure 6A & 6B); and (3-3) of requesting the re-installation of the 
components in case that the version is not appropriate by checking whether the version 
of the installed components are appropriate (figure 6A and 6B; and column 1 1 , line 54 
through column 12, line 19). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to modify both Stewart and iDNS in view of 
Larsson by reinstalling of the components. The motivation for doing so would have 
been obvious because this feature enable a maintenance update for the application 
program and automatically installing when the components are not exists. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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a. " Method and apparatus for performing automated trademark and domain 
name correlation ," by Kofsky, U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 
2002/0099693. 

b. " Internet domain name registration system ," by Fellman, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0065903. 

c. " Method and apparatus for dynamic interval-based load balancing ," by Yu, 
U.S. Patent Number 6,078,943. 

d. " WorldName, Inc. Provides Multilingual Technology to Network Solution 
for .com, .net and .org Registration Services ," December 07, 2000, WorldName, Inc., 
http://www.worldnames.net/press/pressreleases.cfm. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nghi V Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4067. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2151 



NT 




^ ZARNI f\£A€NG 
""'MARY EXAMINER 



